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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the communication filed on June 28, 2006, 
which paper has been placed of record in the file. 

2. Claims 1-23 are pending in this application. 

Response to Arguments/Amendment 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-23 have been considered but 
are not persuasive. 

In response to the applicant's arguments that Feezell does not disclose 
"providing a rating for the service item based upon a common rating scale", examiner 
submits that see Feezell, column 7, lines 35-45, the buyer assign weights to the 
submitted requirements, e.g. the age is assigned a weight of 10, the income is assigned 
a weight of 20, the TSES use weight information to prioritize time slots that meet 
some or all of the submitted criteria, and displaying to the buyer time slots raked 
from most suitable to less suitable based upon the need specified by the buyer in terms 
of weighted requirements, thus the weighted criteria submitted by the user are time 
slots' criteria or the time slot (the service item) is rating according to the time slots' 
criteria. Moreover, Feezell also discloses rating the time slots according to audience 
ratings, quality ratings (see column 9, lines 1-22). Therefore, Feezell does disclose 
"providing a rating for the sen/ice item based upon a common rating scale." 

In response to the applicant's arguments that Feezell does not disclose 
"receiving on-line bids for the service item in terms of rating units rather than monetary 
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units", examiner submits that see Feezell, column 10, lines 5-25, the buyer can submits 
"a non-specific bid" is based upon criteria of a time slot, e.g. a bid seeks a time slot with 
a viewer demographic focusing on households with annual incomes between $20,00 
and $30,000, thus the non-specific bid is based upon criteria of a time slot, not 
monetary unit. Therefore, Feezell does disclose "receiving on-line bids for the service 
item in terms of rating units rather than monetary units." 

In conclusion, for the reason set forth above, examiner decides to maintain the 
previous rejection (also see details below) and make this Office action FINAL. 

4. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1 , 2, and 4-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Feezell et al (hereinafter Feezell), U.S. Patent No. 6,253,189.. 

Regarding to claim 1 , Feezell discloses a method for facilitating the on-line 
auction of one or more services, the method comprising: 

obtaining a service item for auction (column 5, lines 1-10, the Time Slot 
Exchange Server (TSES) 406 receives the time slot offers from sellers and stores in the 
database 405); 

providing a rating for the service item based upon a common rating scale 
(column 7, lines 35-45, assigning weights to the submitted requirements, e.g. the age is 
assigned a weight of 10, the income is assigned a weight of 20); 

managing an on-line auction for the service item, wherein the managing 
comprises: receiving on-line bids for the service item in terms of rating units 
rather than monetary units (column 10, lines 5-25, receiving a non-specific bid from the 
buyer, e.g. a bid seeks a time slot with a viewer demographic focusing on households 
with annual incomes between $20,000 and $30,000, the bidder specifies a 10% 
tolerance in the household income requirement); closing the on-line auction for the 
service item; indicating one or more winning bids and one or more winning bidders 
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(column 8, lines 25-27, a seller can accept a bid effectuate a transaction by selecting an 
accept button next to each bid). 

Regarding to claim 2, Feezell further discloses receiving compensation from one 
or more members of a group selected from an auction bidder, an auction participant, a 
service seller, a service buyer, a service item placer, and a member of an auction 
(column 12, lines 24-25, the TSES debits a service fee from a buyer's account and a 
seller's account). 

Regarding to claim 4, Feezell further discloses wherein the obtaining further 
comprises receiving information related to the service item via a communications 
network (column 4, lines 45-65, the client can interact with the TSES (e.g., send bids, 
offers, obtain information, etc.) via the Internet). 

Regarding to claim 5, Feezell further discloses receiving real-time bids for the 
service item via a communications network (column 9, lines 50-60, the TSES receives a 
bid for a time slot from the buyer). 

Regarding to claims 6-8, Feezell further discloses wherein the service item is a 
service, the service item may have a high degree of variation in valuation, the service 
item has a time sensitive valuation (column 5, line 10-column 6, line 40, the service item 
is a time slot includes broadcast date, broadcast time, time slot duration). 

Regarding to claim 9, Feezell further discloses wherein the service item has a time 
sensitive valuation and is selected from a group consisting of: advertising; advertising in 
movie houses; advertising in broadcast media; advertising on the radio, advertising on 
television; advertising on an Internet Web site; brokerage and financial services; 
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advertising in printed publications (column 2, lines 60-65, advertising in broadcast 
media). 

Regarding to claim 10, Feezell further discloses wherein the service item has a 
time sensitive value, such service is intended to be performed for or by the one or more 
winning bidders (column 11, lines 15-35, advertisements are performed by advertisers). 

Regarding to claim 1 1 , Feezell further discloses an on-line marketplace for 
auctioning services, the marketplace comprising: 

a service auction-block computing system configured to obtain a service 
item for auction (figure 1 , Time Slot Exchange Server 406); 

a services rating computing system configured to provide a rating for the 
service item for auction based upon a common rating scale (figure 1 , Independent 
Ratings Agency Server); 

an auctioneer computing system configured to manage an on-line auction 
for the service item (figure 1 , Time Slot Exchange Server 406). 

Claims 12-17 contain similar limitations found on claims 1,6-10 above, therefore, 
are rejected by the same rationale. 

Claim 18-23 are written in computer-readable medium that parallel the limitations 
found on claims 1,6-10 above, therefore, are rejected by the same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Feezell et 
al (hereinafter Feezell), U.S. Patent No. 6,253,189, in view of Roth et al (hereinafter 
Roth), U.S. Patent No. 6,285,987. 

Regarding to claim 3, Feezell does not disclose facilitating real-time provision of 
the service item for the one or more winning bidder, wherein the real-time provision of 
the service item occurs proximally near in time to the closing. However, Roth discloses 
facilitating real-time provision of the service item for the one or more winning bidder, 
wherein the real-time provision of the service item occurs proximally near in time to the 
closing (column 5, lines 45-63). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Feezell to 
incorporate the feature taught by Roth above, for the purpose of time consuming 
because the provision of the service item occurs in real-time. 

Conclusion 

9. Claims 1-23 are rejected. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to examiner Nga B. Nguyen whose telephone number is 
(571-272-6796. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 
9:00AM-6:00PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hyung S. Sough can be reached on (571 ) 272-6799. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3600. 

1 1 . Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
C/o Technology Center 3600 
Washington, DC 20231 

Or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306 (for formal communication intended for entry), 

or 

(571 ) 273-0325 (for informal or draft communication, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"). 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Knox building, 501 Dulany 
Street, Alexandria, VA, First Floor (Receptionist). 

NGA NGUYEN 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



September 15, 2006 



